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DECISION ACCORDING STATUS 
UNDER 37 C.F.R. § 1.47(a) 


?p iS onno a dec ,ision on the facsimile transmission filed December 
Jst?!..?!^ 2 u PRi£ ment ® d . b y a Petition for an extension of time 

a 


So 9nn? luona .\ paper tlled b y facsimile tran 
January 28, 2003, per the request of the undersigned. 

The petition under 37 CFR 1.47(a) is GRANTED . 

The above-identified application was filed on December 27 2001 
^ t 6?VH ^ e ? e cuted oath or declaration. In reply to a "Notice 
F?bn ,rv M 7 SS 9n^9 PartS i ? f ^provisional . Application, " mailed 
that itltlk S- F? 1 ^ 3 ^ 8 flled ^ e in itial petition asserting 
tnat status under § 1.47 was proper because inventors Levin and 

X!"?f? b ?^ refuse d to and/or were unavailable to executS the 
declaration and power of attorney documents. The petition was 
dismissed for failure to provide adequate proof of the 

oS?Sber a 8 ll 20fc? f ^ S°2: S * gi ? ing i™entorl\ (Decision mailed 

aU 200 t> • ■ Thls decision set a two-month period for 
reply, with extensions of time obtainable under S 1.136(a). 

2SvP? S ?2?^rf n ^ e ? P eti tion, petitioner submitted copies of the 
cover letters of transmittal showing that a copy of the 

JSS iaS 1 ^ g a P ers (specification, including claims, drawings, 
an 3 ?7 at % °£ declaration were forwarded to Both inventors (Levin 
GiS e n a ?h| n H^ll & Federal Express Standard Overnight deliver^" 
Given the dates of mailing, these papers were received by the 


non . A grantable petition under 37 CFR 1.47(a) requires: (1) proof that the 
non-signing inventor cannot be reached or found, after diligent effort, or 
refuses to sign the oath or declaration after having been presented with the 
Sft^r ^I?!^- 8 (s P ecifi "tion, claims and drawings); (2) an acceptable 
oath or declaration in compliance with 35 U.S.C. §§115 and 116; (3) the 

invento" ^ ( ° * Statement of the last known address of the non-signing 
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inst^t r petiti5nf b ?SL D d2vf tltli' ? °° 2 ', As of the fili "9 of the 
executed P a cteJl2ratiSJ S2S th2t declSStfSS Vandenberg ha3 
instant renewed petition Acrorrf?ni?5 atlor \. is . submitted on 
Vandenberg, the pJtitiSS'is moot 9 V ' * S t0 lnven tor 

2 0 S 02 t ° SSSr^SgdJSSS^S SKjSis^SfSJi" 0 ? - file ? °-ember 18, 

Ksffi.;^: 2 r e§2 eip t^°c f onc h !uI p t^^ 2" ort 

constituted'a refusal . C °3Swevlr^? n jSuSi^P ^n^ eS F 0nd 
petition was supplemented with a d2cl??SffXn h n 00 ?' th ; e 
Grisack, a Derson wii-h -fYvo^^-, 2 " ecj - ar ation by Denise S. 

Ms. Grisack P d£clares that tn ha "^ know ledge of the relevant facts 
from invento? Levi? and in 2dd±tieS° £f S £° nse £ as been received 
subsequent telephone messa\r2? he ?2? not responded to two 

additional evident? it is 9 c?nJl?dJd tLt h ^^ ter ' u Given this 
that inventor Levin has refSsSd to L P ?K ltlon ?^ has show n 

having been presentedSith thJ d appli2a?ioS pape? PPllCati ° n after 

Smpliaice a wi?h 37 Vf?^!^?? been "viewed and found in 

This application is hereby accords R „i e i, 4 7^) e j- 3 + „„ 

As provided in new RuIp 1 Ai(r-\ -i-k-:^ . -, - 

of this application's filing ( to'thS SoS^iS^ni 1 * for ? ard notice 
address given in the petition 22 n fining inventor at the 

application will ajfo^pugjished^tne' M?iI& n g a ?S t S is 

8S«i p to2ffii2?i& 1 !o i s c h o% n iltftl u zrtl 0 * the ■ <* miti.i 

completion of pre-examination processing 
Se'fcsig^ decision should be directed to 


